
implementation and dismantling of fixed signaling equipment

at protected premises. If a new license had to be issued

each time an alarmed premise was added or deleted, the

licensing burden would be significantly increased for both

the alarm industry and the Commission.

The proposed Part 88 rules state that the separation

between the control point and the center of the antenna may

not exceed 25 feet. Thus, an offset channel mounted on a

tower that is controlled from some other locations, ~' by

wirelines, may not meet this requirement. And in certain

metropolitan areas, there may be no antenna sites low enough

to meet this restriction, because of building heights. Thus,

the proposed antenna restrictions for offset frequency

operation may prove unworkable in many areas of the country.

To the extent that offsets will remain usable at all in ~,

rural areas, the Commission should retain the current antenna

height rule. However, in light of the fact that offset

frequencies will now be relatively useless for alarm

operations, as discussed above, the issue of antenna

restrictions on offset operations is largely moot. Instead,

AICC proposes that, in conjunction with granting co-primary

status to those offset operations that will be migrated to

the newly created narrowband channels, the Commission

implement a flexible licensing policy similar to the current

licensing scheme for offset operations.
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In particular, it is urged that co-primary fixed

signaling operations be licensed for a given geographic

radius, within which the licensee could establish fixed

transmitters operating at 2 watts or less, which would be

classified as "mobiles", without additional licensing. The

antenna could be located up to 20 feet above any man-made

structure. Under this approach, no Federal Aviation

Administration (FAA) antenna clearance issues would be

raised, and the Commission would not have to process hundreds

of thousands of applications for low power signaling devices.

It is respectfully submitted that continuation of this

flexible licensing approach would best serve the public

interest.

IV. TBB CtllKISSION SHOULD CLU.II'Y ITS IftDT TO UTAIJlT
TBB DCLUSIVB ALLOCATION 01' CBR'l'RAL STATION ALAD
I'RBQtrBHCIBS

Existing Part 90 reservation of a few frequencies for

exclusive central station alarm use partially fulfills

expectations that spectrum be allocated to "put safety

first." Special conditions 27 and 28 of Rule Section

90.75 (c) state in part that the reserved central station

frequencies, "may be used only by persons rendering a central

station commercial protection service," as defined at Rule

Sect ion 90. 75 (c) (27). 47 C. F. R. § 90. 75 (c) (27) .

However, the proposed Part 88 rules, if implemented as

drafted, may have the unanticipated effect of putting safety

last. Proposed Rule Section 88.733 could be construed to
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limit central station alarm services to operation on certain

frequencies, but it could also be construed to allow co­

channel licensing of other, potentially incompatible

operations. The proposed Rule Section 88.733 may operate as

a limitation on, rather than a protection for central station

alarm services. Likewise, it is not clear whether the

heading captioned "Limitations!' appearing in proposed Rule

Section 88.617 limits the allowed use of the frequencies to

central station alarm, or whether the eligibility of the

specific user has been limited (i.e., central station alarm

operation are limited to these frequencies).

Likewise, proposed Rule Section 88.617 could be

interpreted to limit central station alarm services to

certain frequencies, while also allowing co-channel licensing

of other, potentially incompatible users.

Discussion of counsel for AICC with the Commission's

staff, during the Private Radio Bureau's March I, 1993 public

forum on issues concerning the proposed rewrite, indicates

that the Part 88 drafters intend these proposed rules to

continue the present exclusive reservation of frequencies for

central station alarm operations, including the new channels

that would be created by splitting the current central

station allocation. Thus, it is intended that the current

Part 90 policy be continued. In order to more fully

implement the drafters' intention, and to simplify the

proposed rules, it is respectfully submitted that
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clarification of this intent would be helpful. AICC

accordingly requests that another sentence be added to the

end of the text for Rule Section 88.617, so that the rule

reads as follows:

I 88.617 Non-Commercial Radio Service Prequencie.

The following 4 frequencies below 25 kHz, 318
frequencies in the 25-50 MHz band, 581 frequencies
in the 150-174 MHz bands, 420 frequency pairs in
the 450-470 MHz band, 16 simplex frequencies in the
450-470 MHz band, 50 frequency pairs in the 806­
821/851-866 MHz band and 99 frequency pairs in the
896-901/935-940 band are available. Use of these
fregyencies is restricted to any uses indicated py
the column captioned "Limitations."

In addition to the above change to the introductory text

of the rule, the following notation should be printed in the

margin to the right of each of the channels which are to be

made available for central station use: "Reserved for central

station use only."

Insertion of the above language would more precisely

implement the drafters I stated intention, would conserve

Commission resources spent on processing unqualified

applicants who misconstrue the current, terse limitation

language, and would help to fulfill expectations that the

Commission "put safety first" as its cardinal principle in

frequency allocation.

v. 'l'JIB COIIIIISSION SHOULD RBJBC1' 'l'JIB PROPOSBD POWBIl
.AI1D U'1'D1NA BIGB'!' LIKI'1'ATIONS

Imposing severe restrictions on output power or

effective radiated power (ERP); shrinking the protected
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service area; and limiting allowed antenna height for offset

frequencies, would not reduce the actual service area of most

licensees, as apparently anticipated. Most private radio

licensees, especially central station alarm operators, need

to provide radio coverage over all or most of the geographic

area now served.

Thus, implementation of proposed limitations on output

power or ERP and shrinking of protected service areas, as

well as limitations on antenna height for central station

offset frequencies, instead would prompt a scramble to cover

existing service areas with multiple transmitter sites in

place of one. The predictable results would be submission of

numerous license applications for new stations, an increase

in licensing litigation, forced unbudgeted procurement of

additional and duplicative transmitters, and shortages of

antenna sites, resulting in excessively high rentals for
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"entrepreneurs" who capitalize on licensing mishaps, possibly

prompting a new round of "strike application" litigation.

All of this diverts Commission resources from other more

productive endeavors.

The proposed power and antenna height limitations also

impose unnecessary costs on licensees. Two or three times as

many transmitters as now are operating may have to be

purchased to cover the same area. Antenna sites already are

scarce, with availability of new sites constrained by zoning,

environmental, terrain and adjacent channel interference

considerations. The approximate tripling or quadrupling of

demand for antenna sites, with already limited supply would

have the predictable consequence of multiplying available

tower rents many times over.

The above costs would mount quickly. In order to comply

by 1996 with new power and antenna height limitations and

still cover the same geographic areas, the central station

alarm operators, and other licensees would be required to:

{l} apply for a new license or licenses, (2) possibly incur

significant expenses to defend the applications or grants,

(3) purchase at least twice as many transmitters, antennas

and related equipment as currently operated, {4} rent at

least twice as many antenna sites. This may be prohibitively

expensive for many licensees. Added to these costs is the

stranded investment incurred by those licensees who entered

into long term leases for prime mountain-top sites, who must

26



..

abandon the site and instead utilize several lower-powered

operations located closer to the intended users.

AICC urges continuation of the same output power, ERP

and antenna height limitations as are presently enforced in

Part 90 of the Commission's rules. If any power restrictions

are to be adopted, less onerous alternatives should be

considered. While the Commission is concerned that some

private radio operations use more power than necessary to

accomplish their communications objectives, the solution is

not to punish the entire industry with the detrimental

consequences described above. Instead, the Commission should

enforce current Rule Section 90.206, 47 C.F.R. § 90.206,

requiring applicants to request no more power than necessary,

and should require the use of directional antennae where

omnidirectional coverage is not shown to be needed. However,

the Commission should recognize that certain operations

(including central stations) often must communicate with

several receive sites, often spread over a wide geographic

area. In such circumstances, the most efficient use of radio

calls for sufficient power and multidirectional signal to

reach all of the receive sites with a single transmitter. 6

6 The NPRM indicates that any "new" facility proposals would
be required to comply with whatever power restrictions may be
adopted in the captioned docket immediately upon the effective date
of the new rules. It is respectfully submitted that the Commission
should clarify that modifications to existing stations (including
relocation proposals) would not constitute a "new" proposal.
Otherwise, licensees that lose their antenna site or are otherwise
forced to modify their station may face the possibility of having
to replace a single station with several low power sites.
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VI. TJIB COIIIIISSIOB SHOULD RB'l'AIH '1'BB DBII'DTITION 01' CBiI'tRAL
STATION ALARX

In order to ensure the most effective use of central

station operations, the alarm industry has established

quality standards and minimum operational capabilities for

central stations. These requirements have been codified in

the standard-setting processes of the Underwriters

Laboratories (UL) and other recognized rating agencies. The

standards enforced by these agencies have been recognized by

the Commission as useful in precluding the use of scarce

central station frequencies by operations not capable of

providing reliable alarm services. Thus, current Rule

Section 90.75(c) (27) appropriately states,

Central Station commercial protection service is
defined as an electrical protection and supervisory
service rendered to the public from and by a central
station accepted and certified by one or more of
the recognized rating agencies, or the Underwriters
Laboratories' (UL), or Factory Mutual System.

This definition of central station service should

likewise be incorporated into Part 88. By making reference

to recognized rating agencies, the Underwriters Laboratories,

or Factory Mutual System, this definition removes the

Commission from accreditation problems, and recognizes

generally accepted industry standards. This not only helps

to protect the public from deficient alarm services (the

inadequacy of which will only be discovered when disaster

Competing applications and/or the unavailability of intermediate
antenna sites may frustrate this effort.

28



strikes), but also allows the alarm industry to meet

requirements imposed by insurance companies. The insurance

industry requires a standard of service quality to be met

before extending coverage to many businesses.

Proposed Rule Section 88.733 omits the above quoted

definition. However, the above def·inition advances Commission

objectives, and reduces the Commission's administrative

burden. Therefore, it would further the public interest to

continue current Commission practice by including the above

quoted language at the end of the text for Proposed Rule

Section 88.733(a).

Retaining this definition of central station service

would also help ensure that the central station frequencies

are not occupied by radio operators that label themselves as

"central stations" but should be required to use other

spectrum. For instance, companies may design communications

systems designed to link together various offices on a

university or business park campus, and may try to classify

such operation as a central station because it could arguably

be used by the campus security force. Other such

inappropriate uses could likewise attempt to exploit the

frequencies appropriately reserved for the vital public safety

functions provided by UL-listed central station operations.

VII. THB COKKISSION SBOtJLD BLIKINATB TBB PROPOSAL TO RBQUIRB
PULL LOADING BBPORB COORDINATION OP A CLBAR CBANNBL

The Commission should not adopt the proposed requirement

that frequency coordinators II stack" a channel to its maximum
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loading capacity before recommending licensing on a fresh

channel. In nearly all rural, and in many urban areas, the

proposed vertical stacking requirement would have the

anomalous effect of increasing congestion on used frequencies,

while leaving fallow unused frequencies. This anomalous

result contradicts the objectives normally pursued by

Commission management of the spectrum, and by refarming.

It is intended that Commission rules encourage active use

of the spectrum. To this end, a primary Commission objective

has been to prevent warehousing of frequencies, ~,

withholding from public use frequencies that otherwise would

be available. However, the proposed vertical channel stacking

amounts to Commission warehousing of frequencies, since the

Commission would require coordinators to withhold channels

that otherwise would be available. From the users'

perspective, it matters not whether warehousing is

accomplished by private speculators, or by the regulatory

agency. Regardless of who performs the warehousing, the

result is that the public is deprived use of valuable

frequencies that otherwise would be available. The PLMRS

would have its own "vast wasteland", especially outside of the

largest markets.

This would obviously contradict the objective of full use

of the spectrum through Commission management. As the

Commission itself has noted in a slightly different context,

"[i]f this authorized frequency is put into use, even at low
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levels of use, the frequency is being used more efficiently

than if it were left unassigned." First Report and Order, 89

F.C.C. 2d 1337, 1352 (1982) (allowing assignment of one paging

frequency per carrier per market without previously required

showing of need). Thus, full spectrum assignment, as allowed

in the current Part 90 frequency coordination rules,

represents the more prudent policy choice.

Possibly the most immediate effect of proposed Part 88

rules would be an increase of congestion on shared use

channels. Any new licensees would automatically be "stacked"

on to existing operations, quickly making the frequency more

crowded. And the new scheme would increase the chances that

a licensee will be forced to co-exist with one or more

incompatible users. Thus, contrary to the stated purpose of

refarming - to relieve congestion - this proposal actually

would increase congestion. The Commission should not adopt

a proposal with such an anomalous result. AICC urges the

Commission to continue existing frequency coordination

procedures, and to abandon its proposed vertical stacking

requirement. In the alternative, AICC urges that the

Commission adopt a different coordination scheme for areas

outside of the largest markets. In such areas, especially

those that are truly rural in nature, it would defy logic to

crowd several licensees on a channel while other frequencies

remain unoccupied for years. This is especially true where

the communications on the shared channel have a public safety
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related purpose (such as alarm operations), which purpose

would be jeopardized by delays in access due to unnecessarily

imposed channel crowding.

VIII. '1'BB COJIKISSIOH SBOt7LD JUmaSIQlfATB CDi"RAL
STATIOB AI.uK SUVICBS D1TO TIIB PUBLIC
SUB'l'Y POOL

Disparate assignments placing municipal dispatch centers

in one radio service (Public Safety) while assigning central

station alarm activities to a lesser radio service (Non-

commercial) do not match the actual performance by safety

related entities. Functionally, the two radio operations are

often seamless, since central station alarm signals feed into

the municipal dispatch centers. As noted above, central

station alarm services deliver the front line of municipal

police, fire or ambulance protection for many businesses and

residences. To those businesses and residences, central

station dispatch signals (proposed Part 88 Non- commercial

Radio Service) are indistinguishable in consequence from the

Public Service Radio Service transmission which follow through

to dispatch the police, fire or ambulance service. Likewise,

the Act does not distinguish on the basis of the type of

entity providing a radio service, or whether the entity is a

part of the regional public safety plan, but simply makes

promoting safety a priority.

Placing central station operations into the Public Safety

Pool would eliminate the need for cumbersome interservice

coordination, which adds unnecessary delay and expense to the
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interconnection of alarm signals to ~nicipal dispatch

centers. The COlTmission has recently expanded the Public

Safety Radio Service to include private entities that likewise

regularly work with governmental service providers, by

creating the Emergency Medical Radio Service (BMRS) in PR

Docket No. 91-72. Private entities providing ambulance and

other emergency medical-related services can be licensed in

the EMRS by obtaining certification from the local government.

Thus, classification of central station alarm operations

as part of the Public Safety Radio Service would promote

public safety by insuring the highest priority of transmission

for the complementary governmental-private security forces.

AICC accordingly requests assignment to the Public Safety

Radio Service, subject to several conditions. First, central

station operations would bring the currently allocated

reserved frequencies into the Public Safety Radio Service, so

that there would be no diminution of spectrum available to

governmental users of the Service. Second, central station

alarm services would not be eligible for additional

frequencies created from narrowbanding of the current Public

Safety Radio Service channels, and other eligible members of

the Service would not be eligible for central station

channels. Again, there would be no change in the amount of

spectrum available to existing eligibles of the Public Safety

Radio Service. AICC proposes that the Central Station Alarm

Association (CSAA) would retain sole power and responsibility
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for frequency coordinating the central station spectrum, given

the experience of CSAA in processing alarm applications, and

so that there would not be any additional burden upon the

Public Safety Pool coordinator. Thus, assignment of central

station alarm services to the Public Safety Radio Service

would not detract in any way from the ability of state and

local governmental authorities to design and implement a

regional safety plan.

Central station alarm services are an increasingly

essential part of the public safety delivery system of

municipal police, fire and ambulance services. Assignment to

the same radio service would facilitate greater coordination

and interconnection with that delivery system, thereby

promoting the safety of life and property. As every state,

county and municipal government struggles to overcome bUdget

shortfalls, placing central station operations on a parity

with the public safety radio operations they feed and

strengthen would contribute to the overall safety of the

public which the Commission seeks to protect.

IX. T.BB



...

grant, licensees would have to demonstrate sUfficient loading

of mobile units. The commission notes in the IERM (at para.

13) that "if user groups have a need to be provided a greater

degree of exclusivity for certain types of systems, then they

should explicitly state what the standards and eligibility

requirements for expanded protection should be."

AlCC strongly urges the Commission to adopt a proposed

"public safety" exception, which would totally or partially

exempt from the BUO loading requirements those entities that

are rendering services directly related to public safety.

The Commission should define those radio operations eligible

for this exception so as to include central station

operations, including fixed alarm signaling (which should be

accorded co-primary status, as discussed above). The

compelling public safety nature of central station operations

is demonstrated above. Such exception is vital to ensure that

safety related operations such as alarm signaling are not

deprived of available channels by less important uses of

radio.

With regard to the standard for awarding an BOO under the

pUblic safety exception, the Commission should endeavor to

eliminate uncertainty by listing certain categories of

entities that would be deemed to fulfill the requirements by

the very nature of their operations. This list would not have

to be all inclusive, but should clearly include such entities

as police, fire and ambulance services, as well as any entity
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meeting the definition of a central station alarm operation

contained in the Commission's rules.'

For these operations, an EUO would be a useful mechanism

for preventing the licensing of incompatible users on the same

channel as the public safety-related operation. However, it

may be appropriate under certain circumstances for these

entities to be required to share their exclusive use channel

with other users of the same classification, when no other

appropriate spectrum is available. For instance, it may be

feasible for a limited number of alarm companies to share a

frequency, while these companies could not successfully

operate if forced to share the channel with, ~, a taxicab

or waste removal operation. AlCC recommends that the

Commission develop a standard for such limited sharing by EUO

holders by soliciting input from the appropriate frequency

coordinator for the particular category of safety-related

operations, as well as industry representatives. These

sources could recommend an appropriate level of loading to

allow limited sharing among a category of users, and could

also identify at what point a single user should be given

exclusive use of an entire channel.

With regard to central station operations, the Commission

should clarify {in conjunction with awarding co-primary status

to fixed alarm signaling} that fixed signaling central

, As discussed above, AlCC advocates that the current
definition of "central station" contained in Rule Section
90.75{c) {27} (28) be retained in the new rules.
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stations that otherwise qualify for an EUO grant will not be

secondary to mobile operations, even if the EUO is granted in

a frequency band other than the channels reserved for central

station operations. It is respectfully submitted that, if a

central station proposing fixed signaling can provide a

certification from the central station frequency coordinator,

that no suitable central station frequencies remain in the

area proposed, then this applicant should be awarded an EUO

with co-primary status on any of the remaining available non­

commercial or general category narrowband channels.
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WHBRBFORE, AlCC respectfully requests that the Ccmmission

adopt the foregoing recommendations in PR Docket No. 92-235.

Respectfully Submitted,

'I'D ALUM DlDVSft'r C'3III1D1ICATICDtS
CQUlIftBB

-
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By" .~i~ ('. r;'-~
Louis Fiore, Chairman

Counsel:

John A. Prendergast, Esq.
Julian P. Gehman, Esq.
Blooston, Mordkofsky, Jackson

& Dickens
2120 L Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20037
(202) 659-0830

Filed: May 28, 1993



MAY-28-1993 04:35 FRa1 NBFAA/CSAA

Welcome! New Members

2028285568 P .el1

.-,0..-­
~U~
GGHtf\~

(~ fP

The (oUowinl companies
have joined the Central Station
Alarm ASlOCiation since January.
1993. Pleue take the time to add
thele new CSAA members to your
directory.

AssocIate Member
Bradley Data Muallment Groap
11316 W. Wadsworth Road. '100
ZiOD. Ill. 60099-3360
Jeny Winslow. president
Tel. 708/746-1100

AffIliate Member
Cbarles Scboln
401 Late Street
Wayzata. Minn. SS391
T,l. 612-473-5700

Replar Members
Able Lock " Alana Se"lC:tI
1911 Eut Charleston Blvd..
Las VelD. Nev. 89104
Bud Wulforst, president

Bolllle. Electric, Inc.
127 Hay Street
Fayetteville, N.C. 28301
Steven H. Wheeler, v.p.
Ttl. 919/483-1196

Viplute SKulty t lac.
2721S Southfield Road
Lathrup Villise. Mich. 48076
Ronald R.oss. president
Tel. 313/559-7100

Foreip Members
Metropol EmeraeDcy Ruponle
C.aire
'96O-47S W. Geotgia Street
Vancouver. Be
Caaada V68 4M9
Barry McGowlIl. ~t'l ops mar.
Tel. 606/669-6372

Secarieor (Thallaad) Ualted
Vibhavadee Rangsit Road
Bangkok 10210
Thailand
Simon J.T . Hornby. cODUDuicl­
tions director
Td. 6621552·2925
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A-5onic Guard, Inc. 3526 Breakwater Court f
745 S. Sixth Street Hayward, CA 94545-3611 122 N. Jefferson Street 15166th Avenue

..
t1t

Lotmville, ICY ~219'l 1.. Horton, Reg. Gen. Mgr.
,

jacksonville, FL 32204 P.O.Box46M
Janet LewaUen O'Connor 415/785-2912 R. Dale, Gen. Mgr. Rodc.IsIand, n.. 61202-.4684
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201/316-1426 FlU: 213/386-6215 Fax: 813/253-2126 FlU: 317/848-1296
flu: 201/316-1402

4128 N. Freeway Blvd. 803 S. Orlando Avenue, Ste.J 943 S. FirstStreet
Bnnches Sacramento, CA 95834 WinterPa~ FL 32189 Louisville, ICY 40203 •916W.Adams M. Farnsworth D. Sampson, Gen. Mgr. J. Dare, Gen. Mgr.
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dS. Undetdown, Gen. Mgr.
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fax: 602/440-4259 Tnunbull, cr 06611 Clarkston, GA 30021-1973 New 0rIeIIns, LA 70126

M. Busch, Gen. Mgr. P. Neal, Gen. Mgr. C. Stevens, Gen. Mgr.
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~Anaheim, CA 92lKlS-3854 . I\)
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m
I\)

714/776-7804 Deerfield Beach, FL 33442 Elmhurst, IL 60126-1400 Baltimore, MIl 217Zl 3l
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120 UnsIcey Way lIM Lebanon Drive 118 American Road 95 Earhart Drive, Suite 104 i!
Cambridge, MA 02142-1082 St. Louis, MO 63104 Morris Plains, NJ 07950 Amherst InIematiooalParkway ~
M. Snyder, em. Mgr. J. Smith, Area Mgr.

,
Anthooy Fague Wi11iamsviiie, NY 14221-711)1

611/868-3870 314/621-4600 Dir.,~ T. Sierzant, Ceo. Mgr. TJ

fa: 617/6864)756 Fax: 314/621-4627 201/316-1261 716/633-4323 ~
Fax:201/31~1718 Fu: 716/63.1-9313

30Capital Drive 2009 Western Street m
W. Springfield, MA 01089 Las Vegas, NY 89102 42-12 28th Street 300 27th St. NW

TJ

~D. Brooks, Area Mgr. D. Kessler, Gen. Mgr. Long Island City, NY 11101 Winston~ NC 27105
413/781-0115 702/384-6893 P. Fogg, Gen. Mgr. W. Thomas, Gen. Mgr. B
Fa: 413P87-2189 Fax: 702/388-7281 718/392-9335 919/722-6855

fax: 718/392-9270 Fa: 919{722-6855
31900 Sherman Drive 7895 Browning Road
Madison Heights, MI 48071 Penmauken, NJ 08109 37Seabro Avenue 1630 Dalton Avenue
James A. Chafin W. Conaty, Gen. Mgt'. North Amityville CindnnattOH 45214 ,.
Reg. Gen. Mgr. 609/655-6112 Long Island, NY 11701 jim Neves, Ceo. Mgr.
313/583-2400 fa: 609/661-6033 )eff Bailes,Gen. Mgr. 513/241-2111
Fu: 313/583-4214 516/789-9CXXl FtIX: 513f11J-8'5O

d290 Veterans Blvd. Fax: 516P89-9064
430 Oak Crove, Ste. 21M Rutherfoni, NJ 07070 9100 Madcet Place
Minneapolis, MN 55403 J. Pntdden, Gen. Mgr. 35 Lake Street Cleveland, OH44141-2833
R. FJhert,Gen. Mgr. 201/aM-2333 White Plains, NY 10603 B. Kinney, Reg. Gen. Mgr.
612/872.QXXJ Fax: 191/438-9511 D.~Gen.Mgr. 216/526-0450
FlU: 612/872-6334 914/946-7551 Fax: 216/B3B-5595

N
2540 Rte. 130, Suite tOO I Fax: 914/997-8211 lSI

1146 Harrison Street Cranberry, NJ 08512 1819O'Brien Rd. IKansas City, MO 64106 M. Matte, Gen. Mgr. Columbus, OH 43228
J. HouIdswol't1\ Gel\. Mgr. fI:JJ /655-'DJ.1J

,
D. Goldstein, Gen. Mgr. ~

816/842-0264 Fax: 609/655-1", 614/711-8484
Fa: 816/842-otlO2 FlU: 614/771-8598 "'0

lSI
(.oJ
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A.larmm Alert AIanra, Inc. Atlas Security Service, Inc. Bay Alarm Company ~

1fIJ1 Las Vegas Blvd., South I 435 South Kimbrough
..

1270 Queen Emma Street 925 Ygnacio Valley Road ~

Las Vegas, NV 89104 Suite 204
r Springfield, MO 65806--2490 P.O. Box 8140

Lew Whitney, Pn!sident Honolulu, HI 96813-2391 Marvin Britton, Owner WalnutCreek,CA 94596-8140
~702/382-sml 'Robert1l Bean, President StevePoweU BRICe A. Westphal, Chainnan

F.ax: 702{731-~2 Milton Kabio, Exec. V.P. 417/831-2866 Roger Westphal, President

808/521-5tn' Fax: 4171831-1612 510/935-1100 ~
A.....Unlimited, lac. F/IX: 8081528-6442 Fllx:510/943-7232 ~
4584 Park Blvd. Automatic: Burslar Alarm 0

San Diego, CA 92116 AltnJnica Seaaity Systems System, Inc. BUJ'8Iar AlanD. Technicians, Inc:. B
Hal Lewis, President 824 8th Avenue 205 Wallace Street 4826 N.E. 10th Ave.

Mr. Kelly McIntosh Bethlehem, PA 18018-3598 New Haven,Cf 06511-5033 Ft. Lauderdale, FL 33334-3989

619/'1!114fJX) Hal Lubsen, President Martin Wolinsky, President Leon Legal, V.P.

F/IX: 6191297-5594 Michael Pfahler Leslie Wilson Mark Legot, V.P.

215/868-855'7 1J.l3/m-2M4 ~/m-5300 "
Albany Ptotedive Servb, F/IX: 2151868-0701 Fax: 203/772-1347 F/IX: 305/938-7411

Inc.
541SecondStreet American Alana • Automatic Detection Systems California Security Alarms, -t

Albany, NY 12206-2285 CoDuntmicatiGIIS, Inc. 70817lh Street, N. Inc. a

Robert J. Foster, Jr., President 1CentralStreet P.O. Box 12744 1009 S. Claremont

MarkS. Foster,Secy. Arlington, MA 02114--4801 Binningham, AL 35202 San Mateo, CA 94402-1835

518/465-1444 RIchard L. Sampson,President Charles S. Caldwell, fiI, Pres. Roger CaIT, CEO

Fa:5181463-8077 Mike Noel, ComptroUer 205/326-6151 Vince De Friese, Gen. Mgr.

6111641-2000 Fax: 2051324-6198 415/342-2200 I\J

F/IX: 6171641-2192
,

FlU: 4151574-0308
CSl
I\J

I, • m

"lJ
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Central Control Alarm
Corporation
1401 N. Thin:l Street
Milwaukee, WI 53212-3909
R.R. Longworth, President
Robert Shirley, Chairman
414/276-6300
Fax;414/276~15

Central Disbid Alarm, Inc.
6450 Clayton Avenue
St. Louis, MO 63139-3397
Harold Bice, V.P.
314/647-2000
Fax: 314/647-7331

Certified Alarm Co. of
Alabama, Inc.
2904 jackson Hwy.
P.O. Box 237
Sheffield/ AL 35660-0237
Edward H. Buckley, Jr.,
c.P.P.
205/383-1225

*****

Commonwealth Security
Systems, Inc.
3040 Industry Drive
P.o. Box 8528
Lancaster, PA 17604-8528
Patrick Egan, President
BruceC. Shenberger, V.P.
717/394-3781
Fax: 717/394-9471

Comsec Narragansett Security,
Inc.
245 Hopmeadow Street
Weatogue,cr 06089·9759
Jack Beilstein, President
203/651-tl244
flu: 203/651-5346

Branch:
Eastern Security SystelM
P.O. Box 1297
Portland, ME 04104-129'7
2CYl/7n-1171
Fax: 207/772-7355

52
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Consolidated Southern
Security
520 Howard Court
Clearwater, FL 34616-1102
FerreU L. Lloyd, President
Dawn R. Johnson, V.P.
813/441-3999
Fax: 813/461-9627

Branches:
SonitroJ of Polk Co./ Inc.
1065 S. Florida Avenue
Lakeland/ FL 33m-1152
William Taggart, Gen. Mgr.
813/683-1635
Fax: 813/688-4410

Sentry Alarm Systems
551 South Apollo Blvd.
Suite 105
Melbourne, FL 32901
Douglas Oberheu, Gen. Mgr.
4C1l/72.4-9674

*****

Sonitrol Southeast, Inc.
Dietograph/AUguard Alanns
520 Howanl Court
Qearwater/ FL 34616-1102
IhlaklC Guddan.Gen. Mgr.
813/446-0656
Fa: 813/461·3907

Sonitrol of Ft. Myers, Inc.
1921 Jefferson Avenue
Fort Myers, FL 33901-8650
Denise Rice, Gen. Mgr.
813/936-1315
Fax: 813/939-0224

Professional Alann Services
5018 Spring Park Road
jacksonville, FL 3220'1-7494
Robert Swesey, Gen. Mgr.
904/733-4055
fax: 904/737-3804

10500 N.W. 7th Avenue
Miami, FL 33150-1006
Cary MacNamara
Gen.Mgr.
305/758-tfl65
Fa: 3f1j/15UU2
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Regular Members

4530 Tamiami Trail North
Naples, FL 33940
Denise Rice, Gen. Mgr.
813/262-8871
FlU: 813/262-3864

Professional Alarm Services
1225 W. Gregory Street
Pensacola, FL 32501-3700
Ulvid Gerald, Area Mgr.
904/433-5052
FlU: 904/434-1609

Sentry Alann Systems
549 N. Virginia Avenue
Winter Park, FL 32789-3178
Doug Oberheu, Gen. Mgr.
4lYl/ 641-7977
FlU: 407/647-1217

Custom Alarms, Division of
Custom Communkations,
Inc.
1811 Greenview Place, S.W.
Rochester, MN 55902-1057
Leigh J. Johnson, President
'»1/288-5522
FlU: 507/287-0757

*****

Day Ddmives, Inc.
Alarm Division
Trustmark National Bank Bldg.
248 E. Capitol St., Suite 1100
Jackson, MS 39201
Ralph D. Day, President
T. Harvey Hedgepeth, V.P.
601/948-5424
Fax: 601/355-2821

Denvet' Burzlar Alarm
Company Inc
1955 Shennan Street
Denver, CO 80203-1115
J. Stewart Jackson, President
Fred LaPerrire, V.P.
303/534-5353
Fax: 303/515-0393

DelKtAIert, Inc
18 W. Fee Ave.
Melbourne, FL 32901
John W. Black, President
«Yl/725-2183
Fax: 407/951-1740
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DCA Alarm Services, Inc. EIedronix Systems Central !..
20 W. 47th St. Station AIamls, Inc. tit
New York, NY 10036 1555 New York Avenue
Stanley Oppenheim, President HuntingtonSIation, NY 11746-1 '7C11 ~212/221-2300 Fnd J.leonaIdo,anR Pebami
fax: 212/704.{)238 516/271-«0) ffi

Far:516/424-8510 "TI

Doyle Alarm Services, Inc. ~

1806 East Avenue EIectroSecurity COI'pOI'alion @
Rochester, NY 14610-1829 16121 Leadwell Street E
James Brunshidle, Gen. Mgr. Van Nuys, CA 91406-3463
John Doyle, President Jerry Under, President
716/244-3400 Dee Linder, Corp. Seey.
Fax: 716/271-8273 818/782-5216

FlU: 818/781-1634 ,
Electrolarm Security
Systems, Inc. Engineered Protection Sys., Inc.
1220 W. Court Street 750 Front Street, N.W., Ste. 200 d
Janesville, WI 53545-3537 Grand Rapids, MI 49504-4400
Robert J. Kennan, President Allan R. Carlson, President
Terri L Kennan, Cust. Service Steve Isaac, V.P.
608/754-0034 616/459-m81
Fax: 608/754-0015 Fax: 616/459-D553

~
Electronic Security Corp. George Alarm Company, Inc. Nm

N
254 Fairview Road 917 59th Street m

U1
Woodlyn, PA 19094-1399 Springfield,~ 62703 U1

(J'l

Gregory TOITe, President Donald J. George, President m

ChristineS. Torre, V.P. Michael J. George, V.P.
-0

215/833-5400 217/525-1334 . .
~

Fax: 215/83..1-2720 Fax: 217/351-8003 ...J
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